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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the communication filed on August 07, 2008. 
Applicant's election without traverse of species I (claims 1-14) in the reply filed on 
August 07, 2008 is acknowledged. The applicant is requested to cancel claims 
15-32. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must 
show every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the claim 
limitation "determining whether one or more of the identified ports are available" 
"using at least one of any available ports to at least partially define a domain" 
"configuring at least one port of any domain that was defined in connection with 
an available port" "modifying any domain that was at least partially defined in 
connection with an available port comprises changing the number of ports 
associated with the domain" "displaying information concerning a domain" 
"displaying information concerning port parameters" must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not 
be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate 
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figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the 
brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining 
figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must 
be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the 
next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 

comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The 
specification failed to provide enough description of claim limitation "using at 
least one of any available ports to at least partially define a domain" so an 
ordinary skill in the art can comprehend the claimed invention. 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. In the preamble it recites "A method for 
facilitating analysis of one or more aspects of a communication network..." but 
none of steps achieve analysis of communication network. 

It is unclear and indefinite to the examiner what applicant meant by claim 
limitations "using at least one of any available ports to at least partially define a 
domain" "configuring at least one port of any domain that was defined in 
connection with an available port". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1 and 3-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Roland et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,373,501) hereinafter referred 
as Roland. 

Roland teaches the invention as claimed including a telecommunications 
network testing and protocol analyzer arrangement including an improved control 
and port selecting circuitry which may be provided in the form of a board which 
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plugs into a standard IBM for IBM compatible PC,XT,AT expansion bus (8 bits) 
and allows for the operate, non-operate control of up to 180 port relays while at 
the same time providing 8 simultaneous control outputs for other circuit and 
parameter control function (see abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 1 , Roland teaches a method for 
facilitating analysis of one or more aspects of a communications network, the 
method being suitable for use in connection with a multi- protocol 
communications analyzer, and the method comprising (abstract): 

identifying ports of the multi-protocol communications analyzer (abstract, 
Column 2, lines 64-Column 3, lines 2); 

determining whether one or more of the identified ports are available 

(abstract, Column 1 , lines 35-49); 

using at least one of any available ports to at least partially define a 
domain (Column 1, lines 35-49, Column 5, lines 24-36) ; and 
configuring at least one port of any domain that was defined in connection 
with an available port (Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 
As the examiner best understands claim 3, the method as recited in claim 
1 , wherein the domain, if any domain was defined, comprises one of: a modified 
version of a previously existing domain; a new domain (Column 5, lines 55- 
Column 6, lines 40). 
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As the examiner best understands claim 4, the method as recited in claim 
1 , further comprising modifying any domain that was at least partially defined in 
connection with an available port (Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 

As the examiner best understands claim 5, the method as recited in claim 
4, wherein modifying any domain that was at least partially defined in connection 
with an available port comprises changing the number of ports associated with 
the domain (abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 6, the method as recited in claim 
1 , further comprising displaying information concerning the ports of the multi- 
protocol communications analyzer (abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 7, the method as recited in claim 
1 , further comprising displaying information concerning availability of the ports of 
the multi-protocol communications analyzer (abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 8, the method as recited in claim 
1, further comprising displaying information concerning a domain (abstract, 
Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 

As the examiner best understands claim 9, the method as recited in claim 
1, further comprising displaying information concerning port parameters 
(abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 10, the method as recited in 
claim 1, further comprising receiving one of: a domain creation request; a domain 
modification request (abstract, Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 
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As the examiner best understands claim 1 1 , the method as recited in 
claim 10, further comprising receiving and displaying the name of the domain that 
is the subject of the received request (abstract, Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, 
lines 40). 

As the examiner best understands claim 12, the method as recited in 
claim 1, further comprising receiving port selection input if a port has been 
determined to be available (Column 5, lines 24-36). 

As the examiner best understands claim 13, the method as recited in 
claim 1 , further comprising receiving port configuration input if a domain has 
been at least partially defined in connection with an available port (abstract, 
Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 

As the examiner best understands claim 14, The method as recited in 
claim 1 , further comprising displaying port configuration information if a domain 
has been at least partially defined in connection with an available port (abstract, 
Column 5, lines 55-Column 6, lines 40). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Roland and further in view of Coupal et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,931 ,574) 
hereinafter referred as Coupal. 

Roland teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
telecommunications network testing and protocol analyzer arrangement including 
an improved control and port selecting circuitry which may be provided in the 
form of a board which plugs into a standard IBM for IBM compatible PC,XT,AT 
expansion bus (8 bits) and allows for the operate, non-operate control of up to 
180 port relays while at the same time providing 8 simultaneous control outputs 
for other circuit and parameter control function (see abstract). 

As the examiner best understands claim 1 , Roland teaches the method as 
recited in claim 1 . 

Roland does not explicitly teach the claim limitation of a portion of the 
method is performed by way of a graphical user interface. 

However, Coupal teaches the claim limitation of a portion of the method is 
performed by way of a graphical user interface (Fig. 4). 

It would have been obvious to the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Roland by adding functionality to perform protocol analysis by 
using graphical user interface, which would provide greater ease to the users. 
One would be motivated to do such to enhance system's usability. 
Conclusion 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Faruk Hamza whose telephone number is 
571-272-7969. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached at 571-272-4006. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-dlrect.uspto.Qov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 886-217-9197 (toll -free). 
Faruk Hamza 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unite 2155 



/saleh najjar/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2155 



